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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



7^ y n^ 



Group Art Unit 



The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address- 
P riod for Response 

9 MONTH(S) FROM THE 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE IS SET TO EXPIRE ^ 
MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a response be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for response specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a response within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for response is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication . 

- Failure to respond within the set or extended period for response will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

Status 



^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on "9 -^(P '^^(^ 
^^This action is FINAL. 



□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1; 453 O.G. 213. 



Disposition of Ciaims 



Of the above claim(s) — 

□ Clalm(s) ^ 

^CIaim(s) ^ ^7 

□ Claim(s) 

n Claim(s) 



Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved □ disapproved. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The specification Is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (aHd) 

^ Acknowledgment Is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(a)-(d). 
7^ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 
received. 

□ received In Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) 



. is/are pending in the application. 

is/are withdrawn from consideration, 
-is/are allowed. 

Is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 

are subject to restriction or election 
requirement. 



□ received in this national stage application from the Intemational Bureau (POT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 

*Certified copies not received:.^ 

Attachm nt(s) 



□ Infomriation Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). . 

□ Notice of References Cited, PTO-892 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 



□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 

□ Other 
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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained tliough the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at tlie time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 2-7 and 22-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Millar et al (US 3,860,557). 

Rejection is maintained for reason of record and following response. 

The examiner agrees with applicant's interpretation of Example 1 of Millar. Also, as 
pointed out by applicant, Millar teaches that the dielectric constants and the chargeability are 
different in order to initially form superimposed layers at the bottom of col. 3. However, said 
teaching is related to superimposed initial layer . Besides, the teaching of the Patent is not limited 
to working examples and the Examiner cites In re Mills ^ All F2d 649, 176 USPQ (CCPA): 
Reference must be considered for all that it discloses and must not be limited to its preferred 
embodiments or working examples. 
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There is a major disagreement in the interpretation of the teaching, "It will, of course, be 
realized that one component or one final layer in the coating may be itself a mixture of two or 
more specific materials - e.g. two or more thermoplastic polymers having quite similar dielectric 
constants and quite similar specific gravities,", between applicant and the examiner. Applicant 
assertjthat said teaching means different polymers within one powder . However, the examiner 
believes that said teaching means a mixture of different polymeric powders as in the instant 
invention since Millar uses the term, quite similar , which indicates two different entities. If 
applicant's assertion, powders from the pre-blended polymers (or different polymers within one 
powder), were true, and then said teaching should have been " the same dielectric constants and 
the same specific gravities" since a homogenous blend of different polymers yields homogenous 
powders having the same properties. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutoiy period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event. 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date 
of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Tae H. Yoon whose telephone number is (703) 308-2389. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Mon-Thr from 8:00 to 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's supervisor, 
Vasu Jagannathan, can be reached on (703) 306-2777. The fax phone number for this Group is 
(703)305-5433. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0661. 



THY/July28, 1998 





